Family hours (adapted from Ford et al. 2007) The number of hours spent per week on family-and home-related duties such as housework and child care: ________________.
Family time commitment (adapted from Frone et al. 1997) The percentage of child-related tasks that they performed (0-100%) Family involvement (1 strongly disagree; 7 strongly agree; adapted from Frone et al. 1992) 1. I am very much personally involved in my family.
2. Most of my interests center around my family.
3. The most important things that happen to me involve my family.
3. Pleased (Reverse coded) 3. Unhappy 5. Bothered 6. Frustrated
Fashion consciousness (marker variable) (1 strongly disagree; 7 strongly agree; adapted from Malhotra et al. 2006) 1. When I must choose between the two, I usually dress for fashion, not for comfort.
1. An important part of my life and activities is dressing smartly. 3. A person should try to dress in style.
Appendix B
Results of Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) 
Results of Heckman's Analysis
Our model posits that parenting behaviors affect children's Internet addiction that in turn affects parents' family-to-work conflict. There are potential reverse causations that children's Internet addiction may affect parenting behaviors (e.g., parents adjust their parenting behaviors in response to children's addiction) and that parents' family-to-work conflict may affect children's Internet addiction (e.g., children are negatively influenced by their parents' problems). In addressing such endogeneity, a few different approaches are available, such as instrumental variable regression (two-stage least squares) and/or Heckman's two-stage approach, which although developed originally to correct for selection bias has been used to correct for endogeneity (Heckman 1979; Venkatesh et al. 2017 ). Because we had used several control variables, there were no options remaining as suitable instrumental variables. Consequently, we reestimated the PLS model by dropping two variables that had served as control variables in the original estimation that could serve as instrumental variables-gender and age of parent-both of which can reasonably be expected to influence parenting behaviors and family-to-work conflict, but neither gender nor age of parent can be caused by Internet addiction or by family-to-work conflict. The results of the reestimated PLS models dropping these two possible instrumental variables are shown alongside the original PLS model results in Tables D1 and D2 . With the pattern of results across these two models being similar, we decided in favor of using instrumental variables regression with Heckman's correction for the impact of this potential endogeneity.
We followed the procedures outlined in Venkatesh et al. (2017) to apply the two-stage Heckman's approach. The chosen instrumental variables were evaluated for relevance and exogeneity in stage 1. We computed the concomitant Inverse Mills Ratio (IMR) and added it to the model to account for the potential endogeneity with each regressor. In each case, each parenting behavior, the stage 1 model (not shown) was a probit estimation of the potential endogenous regressor (i.e., parenting behaviors in Table D1 ; work-to-family conflict in Table D2 ) that was used to compute the IMR. In the second stage model (shown in Tables D1 and D2 ). After controlling for the IMR, the coefficients of the independent variables and interactions remained largely consistent (see Tables D1 and D2 ). The results provide support for our proposed causal flow. Notes: (p) reported by parent. *p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001. Notes: (c) reported by child; (p) reported by parent. *p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001.
Results of the Subgroup Analysis

